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Petition for Special Leave to Appeal (C) No. 20740/ 2008
(Arising out of inpugned final judgment and order dated
29/ 12/ 2007 in CWP No. 999/ 2006 passed by the Hi gh Court O
H machal Pradesh At Shinl a)

SARVJEET Petitioner(s)
VERSUS

STATE OF H. P. & ORS. Respondent ( s)
(Wth appln. for c/delay in filing SLP and directions and
intervention and pernission to file additional docunents and
perm ssion to place addl. documents on record and interim
relief and office report)

(FOR FI NAL DI SPOSAL)

W TH

SLP(C) No. 34038/2012

(Wth appln.(s) for directions and InterimRelief and Ofice
Report)

SLP(C) No. 1866/2013
(Wth Ofice Report)

SLP(C) No. 5269/2013
(Wth Ofice Report)

SLP(C) No. 13674-13675/2013
(Wth appln.(s) for inpleadnment and appln.(s) for permission to
file SLP and appln.(s) for inpleadnent and O fice Report)

Date : 21/01/2015 These petitions were called on
for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON' BLE THE CHI EF JUSTI CE
HON BLE MR, JUSTICE A. K. SIKRI
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE ARUN M SHRA
Signature Not Verified
For Petitioner(s)
Digitally signed by
M. M C. Dhingra, Adv.
Char anj eet Kaur
Dat e: 2015.01. 24
14:00: 01 I ST
M. Ashwani K Gupta, Adv.
Reason:

M. Balraj Dewan, Adv.

Ms. Pragati Neekhra, Adv.
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Vi kas Mahaj an, Adv.
Vi nod Sharna, Adv.
Bhaskar Y. Kul kar ni, Adv.

Vi kas Mahaj an, Adv.
Vi nod Sharma, Adv.
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A.N. Singh, Adv.

Anur adha Mut at kar, Adv.
For Respondent (s) P. P. Rao, Sr. Adv.

Suryanar ayana Singh, Addl. Adv. Gen
Pragati Neekhra, Adv.

Bi nu Tanta, Adv.
B. V. Bal aram Das, Adv.
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UPON hearing the counsel the Court made the follow ng
ORDER

SLP(C) No. 20740 of 2008

Del ay condoned.

W permt t he petitioner to make an
appropriate representati on before the respondent(s),
wi t hin a mont h’ s time from t oday i nter alia,
bringing to their notice that the special |eave

petitions filed by the State of H nmachal Pradesh have

been di snissed and therefore, he is entitled to the
benefits accrued in terns of judgnents of this Court

in the case of Mool Raj Upadhyaya vs. State of H P
& Os, 1994 (Suppl.) SCC 316 and State of H P. & Os.

vs. Gehar Singh, 2007 (12) SCC 43.

I f such representation is made within the tine
granted, the respondent(s) shall consider and deci de
the sane in accordance with law, as expeditiously as

possi bl e, at any rate within an outer limt of Si X
nont hs.
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The speci al | eave petition is di sposed of

accordi ngly.
Rest of the matters
Li st on 26.02. 2015.

[ Charanjeet Kaur ] [ Vinod Kulvi ]
Court Master Asstt. Registrar



